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Recognition Memory in Old Adults and Patients of
Dementia of the Alzheimer Type: Possibility
of the Composite Word Recognition Task

as a Diagnostic Test for Memory Deficit

Yuji Itoh and Hiroko Makino

Three groups of participants, DAT patients, old adults, and
young adults, took two kinds of recognition test, a recognition
test of simple words and a recognition test of composite words.
In the simple word recognition test, the performance of the DAT
patients was lower than ones of old and young adults but there
was no difference between old adults and young adults. In the
composite words recognition test, the false alarm rate for conjunc-
tion words, which consisted of two parts from two different learn-
ed composite words, was highest for the DAT patients and was
higher for the old adults than for the young adults. The possibil-
ity for the use of composite word recognition test as a diagnos-
tic test for memory deficit was discussed.
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AEARHIET 2AE K 2o fThbhi T ), BRIy — FilEIcR
FELTH, SEIERMELHEBIHCSNTETVS, HhsHvshn
TWwa ke LTRENR b DI, A, FHREDRH 578, FHEEED
IEY A ZADEREHEBICE T HuoNn L HEE L TELATH B
(Ebbinghaus, 1885). 246 OMIETiEE, ZORMET A F & L TOBMK
SIPMEL TRV EL STV EEZSNED, FAEE FHRE
Wb EE L THEEIEZME ST 2 kL EZ SN TwS, THETIRS
NS OPIE SR Z HEEEHERE R EICB 2 774 2 v 7Rk EO
fEatfEofEsHV 65 X 91k ) (% & Z1F Tulving, et al, 1982),
SR DI & IZ RS R ZHEL TR EEZLNTVS, Fi:

, BAEREZMIE T 2 L EBEZ SN A ERIRRICEWTY, %
TBERE 2 ME % £ F 2 SN 5 HEEEMERER Stk Ty, HED
13 dH - TH PR L RO LT N b 23D b 5 T 5 2 & WG
IN, NSO ENHET 5 TFHE GEEDHETRE) RIBINTDH
\»% (Jacoby, 1991).

NS OHIETEE, TN LR R o 7, b5k o7
FHOGEENZHE L T2 L& 26570, SEENOMAECE
MECcOMEICER L7858, WESEIC K> TEOMHIERE2 2w
EZoN%. 72k Z12E, Graf 5 (1984) I3 f@H 2R & HUSHE B 2 Holie
T2 L, FEPHRAZEE S ICHGEZE 2 EF 2 SN HEETE
il A & D ESIERE OREEDS 528, BOISBERE2N2 200

LEEEHEEIC K 5 774 SV 7 RICB W TIEIFICEN W I EE2IR
LTw3

COX)BERICHS L TERECHEHR I, dEMSAGT 7 -
memory conjunction error &M:XIL3 b DA3H % (Reinitz, et al.,, 1992;
Reinitz & Demb, 1994). Z#UF O & D DHZED 2 DDA EK AR HEEDL S
JRO o T3 K9 REATE (e 213 [RELE]) OX9) ICEBOE
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FH 5 IR0 ORI B O FEERIC B W THIRHEIE 2 ko S B, THE
ELTFEEHIN TR WY, ZNEFNOEFRITFEE 7 =4 ATRRIN
TOLZHAEE GEAEE) LT [H Gisg) A roficd-7) ]
EHBILTCLEIMY ZE ). 2 2350800 A+ [OlEfE ] & [
W4 L) BEATEZEATOTHRBEH L L TR SNk [3O8%R
2] DRV A POPICH o EHWILTLED X)) BEAETH 5.
Reinitz 5 1%, fAEHEICHNT 2 [H] KIBOHED, WInoEED GlH
VA MZEENBVHIEE®, —/OUEEDOAIGIY A McEHEN DR
FIHEE AT 2 [HROR IS HNE WIGAIEHER G = 7 =T Twb e L
T3, IEIEAREFMFICBOLTIOEKRTORE®AL 7 —2vERL
TWEZ EZRLTWS (72 & Z1F Reinitz, et al.,, 1994; 1996).

Z OBRDPIREGHEIZL TO LB ) TH 5. WHOIHFHEEEIC
BOTEHRT A MCBWTIHEH L HEHOADBRRI NG, ZOHHA
IIZIFTEAREZICHEVLEIEEZ R L2 E LTH, TabbIHEEII L TEW
oy FERZIR UHEEICON S 2386503 0 1L < T, EAWNRME
DR TSI H PR EEEE o0 L THY o RO R GR> T
Holt TG GURRD) ZLCwsHEEEREH 2259, b L2
ThHIUL, WHOTHRRETIIMEDRR & 137 5 2 W EtRE o Ml % il E
THIENTELZD LR, H2VIHEFOFRFEEFEL bOZH
ELTWEELTYH, XOBBAEHESETHLLD Lk, Lichis
TR G T 7 — D 87 ¥4 1%, EE O FERHE T IR ICFE S 2
EMER NGV L) REAICLEEOREZRINL 9 2 5ELEED 9
500 Lz,

ARFZETIE, BLED X 9 22B0 & o R L s a7 — %
Bl%59 2 - D OMEZ W o E T, @ Lming, Ty A~ — B
FEDEHZ v 3 ODENICHL, IR ZITH. 7L,
Reinitz 625\ TW % K 9 BN © 7L Y A < — BIERRIE H
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FIIFRIEET E 28 E 2, I DERICOERICEMTE S
FoMEE TR L2, Inootligzml ¢, iEflGT 7 -2 s EE
MEIOFERMED, REREEZN O ODHEE T A b & L TonfaElE:
2R 5 2 L2 AR OBNE T 5.

bl iy

TRTOFEHESIE IS, WEOMRHE L U TRz, GO
BL7 %l 0EAMEOMFEIELE L CEATEHREEZ L
7o, BEAGETRAHEL, RERAGT 7 —ofRIcE Tk b B
NHHETH 503, WH L 20 FEREDZ DL LOEATEZHEH & L
THRL, OobIcIHEH, faEE, FEEEE, FEE> S % 5 EO/H
RIEHZFRLTIH Gd#gY) A Micdho72) # GE#Y R Mickeho7)
OHWiZRD 2. Lo L 2 OFEIZ T VY A v —BIERKIE B0 Ei g
Lo THEET 2 MR B 2 o tcle®d, 1Ry ¥ a vITBIT 558
HHEHREHOBZ ZNZN43ETOL L, WL EROHED»S &
Levraviek, MEE2EZT3kyyav{riZ Ll

EREmE

TN NA 2 —RIRANERE (DAY, DAT R 39 4, (@ 2 Eims
(LAF, ZHERD 20 44, MELAFE OUF, HERD 25 405k 84 4Nt
FERICSML 7z, SREOFEMIILTOLEE ) TH 5.

DAT #f: 55 %225 88 % (F¥ 75.85, B2 8.21) DHE 11 4,
ZHE 28 44T, WITNHMRENFFEMEEIC X > TPy A v — RERANE
LI, BEERIT TS, EEOBRICIE S 17 GRANRERE O 3l D
728 DA ADAS (Alzheimer’s Disease Assessment Scale) O HARZER
T®H % ADAS-Jcog DIRAHFINIE 15.0 2> 5 58.0 (¥ 27.68, fHHE: i =
9.42) Th-ore. BWIIBEMIC X DRAWICZINIDDT, BEL ST
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FEEEOREIR LT ST,

BAERE: 55D 5 87 % (¥¥J 63.65, BEHERZE 7.34) OB 94, X«
M1 ADFEBICSML ., WINbBERNOITNSOREEZHOTE
D, B EIREL 7200, BROSHAR, ZMEEIEERRD D
LEAED L o T,

FAERE 20 % 6 23 1% CF¥ 20.76, MR £ 0.78) DBk 6 %4, &
P19 4T, WInBRBEEEO R LA EETH > 7.

MEl
BEEERAREE HIEHRMEIIAM S (1992) 12 X 5 ADAS-Jcog O HiGh

ROPEE 2D FM 7, ZOFETIE, 12 GEOHFEDFUHIEH &
LTHESINTVS, Zhsiznind, HAGELE L THFENICEHET
Ao BERAFATH 205, A7 HFEZONKEE 06 EEZD
i, ETRGLOFEEZ ATV S, EHEICHW O NALHFEIEDTO L E D T
Ho, 77N B R, Ry R, B, 744y, 90, KR, A-+
NA, G, X3, DA 132, 36 EOWHEEHEBSHE I N,
IS HESREE L AROHEET, 128ETO0 32129, 2hEhid
BRIEH 1235 LlAG DY, 24, S R 2R3 vy FOSHEIN
7-. 3%ty M ORI, 12 FEOFMEE 2 H@IcE A, YiEEH
Ly METTEEL 2V, HEEEA — FICAE N, EFEICES DG S
s,

BEEFHNEERE: Reinitz & Demb (1994) 23H V> 72 BB ICHEMDL L 28 A
EHRIED 72012 36 FEOMAEPHE I N, s iduTnd Py
4 D57 B AAGEOWEET, 7k 213 THIBIKIT] o ki, mirko
2 XF, B0 2 LFPZENTNHAEORGEE L TERZR2HDTH
2 (NI [HE), ThAIT) 7% & OHGEZ B HEE L WS, 36 35
DEEHEDH B 21 ETHOEHCTA Y FOEBMEIZEHL . 20
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FNDey MIZSICTHEPSR23D00Y 7Ty MZahrins, O
o@ﬁf%vb@%%4%@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ,%0®3%&%%EE®5%1
WHREHE L TH O, 7%y PO TO LI TH-
7z, AGEOFISHEE Z B O HEER Rz e v (72 & 20X, TSRS,
AN, RO, EMRT. Zhon)b 13 GHEAR) 1R
HHELTHuON DS, ZZzIHEHE (OLD item) &S, FHRREHED
Mo 155, 2 DOFMIEE O HEED 5K ) > TE Y CHIsHRIT),
N zFEATEHE (CONjunction item) & PR, FHIREHEH 0RO 1 35 1
D DORLEHIEH O BiGE & Rl H I F e W G #5&@(@%
i), FHEUEH (FEAture item) & W5 7% D OFREE X FREH I
iéih&wzo@%“ﬁﬁ#%&b(&“ﬁm)ﬂ@@r@wnmn
LRSS, 4 DOHFEEE b EOTSHEE R v K EIX N, DL
o@kybu:w;v&#7hvb30#6%méméﬁ HEEE,
X O HEEEY 72y PETEBEL VWL I IhoTnik. 7, 49
Dy MHET, O EODEAGEPRCHEOEHE L LTHWHE T &
lpotc., BEEIZTRTH — FICHIR Z 47z,

FinE
DAT HEOFEBRSEZ X 1 90, L HEROSME L 4 406
10 %D 7N — 7 TEBIZSML 7.

EETREE EREEERSNEICTLT, 12302 Y 50T,
FaRHL oA, BT8R L DT 12 E0REH% 135
WZOE2BTORR L. DO 1 OfREN L v F o 24 §5% 155
TOWRMRL, LOBEOTICH o=l otzZ2 T (DATED &
5wiﬁmm%:%1vﬁbf(%%ﬁ,%Eﬁ)%zgiﬁﬁwk.&
I DRIBRIZER T e dr o7z, £z, KIGICNLT7 4 — KNy 7135
ZoNlshrole. DOV TH Lo EHRDOFHEL I 51 2D
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BUED, 20K, FHEty M3E2, H30ky bEHAWK. HiEDHR
MRINZMFIE3 DDy FETIEEZ > Tk, ERSMEN T
FE I Tz,

AEERRE HREZNZTNEE 7 AR EHR T 2 A A543 3
DDy T aviighnTulk, Ky arvD¥E 7 24 XTI, EE
FxFEHSMG I, BEORMET A 21795 2 L2 G, EIHEOED.
NABDA—F AR 2DTHRIDXIBORLIDL, ¥ 72y LMD 4
DOFHEHZ 1 FHICOE 2B T OMEIIR L 72, HROHE7 = A X
TlE, WRINBHENRD D - FIZhoterEI»eEL5 L, oD
HEEE X AR HEED D 208, RFCHFEETHIUE “H-o7”, BTw
THE) EBoRGE, 2E) LRSGAIT ol ERINT S
CEzBRLIDL, 4EoMREE (HHEH, KEeHH, FEEH,
HH) %7 v AP CHRESRR Uz, RS HGEFREEE L [k, O
S0 (DATHD), &2\ I3RIGHA (R, #FERD XiTo7 F7,
FOGOREIFIBR IR T oz, Hley v a vi&T#, 20 THU
ity ooy 7y hEHOTHE22y ay, H3kyiay
DIFRED T & Tirb Nz,

i S

BEEEIREME: ERSNE T LICKey s avicBIl sty bE, BER
E, BLUOby FREPIEMEOEEZRD, SBIEHT LI Z RO T
(Table 1, Figure 1). £7z, ZNZNOFEFEICO>VTSMEHL LY > 2
YU E LT 3X3 D 2 BEREATHE D5 T 217> 7-.

9, by PERICOWTHS L, ZMERDO TRV HE (F(2,81)=
1855, MSE =.122, p<.001) T, DAT BT bK<, HEMTRDE
Do fz. Ryan ik (HEKUE 5%, DUFZEHIZFKD 7IE AEAKYE
ZHVZ) ICK ) FMEERITo7 25, DATHEEftho 2 BEDORICH

(29)
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Table 1. Hit Rates and False Positive Rates for Each Group and Session
in Simple-word Recognition Task.
(Standard deviations are in parentheses.)

Session
Index Group
1 2 3
Hit DAT .53 (.28) .67 (.28) .68 (.27)
Rate Old .75 (.25) .89 (.20) .90 (.19)
Young .92 (.08) .98 (.05) .99 (.04)
False DAT 17 (.22) .14 (.20) 14 (.21)
Positive Old .03 (.06) .01 (.03) .01 (.03)
Rate Young .00 (.00) .00 (.00) .00 (.00)
1.2
g 1 L - L
0.8
& BDAT
5 0.6
= @oLD
5 04
=
o 0.2
0
1 2 3

SESSION

Figure 1. Hit Rate Minus False Positive Rate for Each Group and Session
for Simple Word Recognition Test. (Error bars are for standard deviations.)

BADPRNZDY, B LHEFEHOMICEREREIR oo
(nominal level .0331Zxf L p=.06). ¥/, £y a yOEIEIEE
(F(2, 162)=37.27, MSE=.010, p<.001) TH 1, FHBEDMHE, 1
vy arTHe B3ty rarkDARICERD, B2, H3kya
YORMICIEZEDN RN T EWRE NI, BINERE Ly > a v ORI HAE
MFR S NZd -7,

PEHHICNT 2 HG, T 74bb3EHE, mifciil (bl

(30)
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pRONT, HEHTIEEC AN oD L, DAT #Tix2E
Bt DBURRIN R S Lz, THONTOREE, SMEFO RO AIE R
(F(2,81)=9.61, SE=.056, p<.001) T, ZHILKDOFER, DAT HEL o
2 HoRICEREA BRI S N,

RUREAE, D 2 IFESEE L EHEH OO L S DL LTk
Teey FEDLSBEBRHEEZ I WAEIIEB W TIE, SMEHO ZRE
(F(2,81)=30.09, SE=.165, p<.001), & v > a ¥ DEFE (F(Q2, 162)=
40.12, SE=.012, p<.001), Wi DL HAER] (F(4, 162)=2.65, p<.05) D>
TNLVHEThH-o7. LEMEOMEIE, &y FELFMRIC, DATH
EEE, AR L DAERICES, Bleyravidfe H3kyra
YEDHEBIE, EwIfERThHok. BINE Ly Y 2 Y OKRHAE
FE, HERICBOTIRE 1y a v 2 3ty aroEpi
EANERWILICEDbDTH S, T, HMFROMED SFFEET X
FHELT HleyravitBnT, SMBEOBRBEBEERLVEE
&0 2 2 EDET NS,

BEEREE: 300y yarvzl L COHKGOEE, £IEESM
#, FHREHOMEZ Lickd, FH L D% Figure 2 1R, [HK

1.2
a @ DAT
7] i
% ooLb
2 08
w OYOUNG
o 06
—
o
5 0.4
w
£ 0.2
(-4
0

oLb CON FEA NEW
ITEM TYPE

Figure 2. Rate of Old Responses for Each Group and Item Type. (Error bars
are for standard deviations.)
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JEHRIZOWT, SIMHER, FREHOMEZ R E LT 3x4 D 2 BHE
BRI DA 2 To 72 & 25, SMEROTZRNE (F(2, 81)=10.01,
MSE=.106, p<.001), 38 H O D FH (F(3, 243)=174.28, MSE
=.049, p<.001), WH DL HAEH (F(6, 243)=19.14, p<.001) DT H
DHETH 70, I TREHMFMOER L TotiR ez~ 2.

& TH 2 HERICNT 2 [HRIGHFE, HEHICBOLTRLEL, it
Mz L DS, DATHTROELS7DICHL, HETH S
EOEH, FgEH, HEEICST 2 HRGRIGEFERTIHIZEA L RS
0y, i, DAT#HOMTE ko T/, HlERROMIEZ{T-
7l 2h, HHHICE T 2 SMERORRIA BN (p=.07)IC & &
FoDAIERTH -7 (0TFnd p<.00D). FHREEOMEHEICE
F A SMERDORIC OV THEIK 2T L 24, [HEHICEW T
DAT Bt & ftho 2 OIS, FEAHHBICE W TR EHOMIC, FEEEIC
BOLTIEEER Lo 2 FFOMICEREASH S, MMEIRSER
I TH > 7 FHE IS B W TE, FHER L RO ZEIEH T H» T, DAT
HDOIHRIGHEDE L 7o Tk,

SIMERE S L ICHEOMBIC X 2 HRGEOENEZ LS &, FHERHT
&, HEHICH LT LICELS, Z2adbcxi L Tidiziz o &, sEEEcn
WHIBi 2 ToTw 5, UKL, TR OEE ERBIEE I L
THHBREDQIHKE R 6N, HRIGRIZ EDHEHMICE W THHEESED
Bt I N7z, DAT BHCB W, FiaEE I L CIHEE & REEDIH
RIGH RSN, FEoEE, PEBICS L CHIHRB R0, SEED
oM, HEE LEGHEB OB TIIER RS Wk - 7203,
%ﬂﬁ%@%iﬁ%ﬁ%o%

BAFERRIEICE VLT, OBICEEL WL 2 &9, FHRHHOH
ﬁmi%m&mﬁmﬁﬁiﬁta%%ﬁo&%z%h%hb,Eﬁﬁ&%
GIH, FOEE CREOHH, RREUEE FEE, B X OROEE LFE
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Table 2. Differences between Old Response Rates in Compound-word
Recognition Task. (Standard deviations are in parentheses.)

Difference
Group
OLD-NEW OLD-CON CON-FEA FEA-NEW CON-NEW
DAT .50 (.36) .03 (.35) .31 (.40) .16 (.30) A7 (.37)
Old .85 (.25) 45 (44) 17 (.27) .23 (.30) 40 (.34)
Young .95 (.15) .92 (.20) .01 (.15) .01 (.07) .03 (.13)

HOMDIHKISED 2% FBESINE Z L ICHI L, £, HEERRRETE
LT 2 720 I IHIEH L HIHHOIHRREOZ S IR L. I
5 &R SZFHT LI L 7% Table 2 IR T,
ZRNEFNDOMEICOWTEIMERIC X 2 K ET> 72, 9, [HEH L
HHDEIZOWTHRS &, BOENEE (F(2, 81)=21.04, MSE=.085,
$<.001) T, DATBHCBWThD 2 BEL D EREIC/NE o7z IHIEH &
FAHHOZIZEWTIE, R HOREIHE (F(2, 81)=52.08, MSE
=.118, p<.001) T, FHMICHEREEIHI N, HEHEE LREIEE
DETIE, BEOREIATE (F(2, 81)=6.68, MSE=.100, p» <.005) T,
DAT Bt L HHEROMICOAEEEVBR S -, FIEH L HEBH O/’ T
1, BEORIRAEE (F(2, 81)=4.42, MSE=.067, p<.05) T, #HERECEH
WTho 2 BEX D HREINS o fe. BRRICHATHE LHEHEH O AT,
R ICBED IR E (F(2, 81)=15.88, MSE =.099, p <.001) T, #i4E
FlcBVL T 2 L D BRI o7,

3 =
AWFZETIE, HARETIEZ W HHEEZR HV 72 EEEHEEE & AT
FEE W) 2 ODFUEIEE FHC, DAT B, &l AERE VS 3
OOEMIC BT BEEREZ KL 72, BRHEICL->TErons Ly
V= FEEIZEWTE, ML 20T TBR NS Z LRSS INT

(33)
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B (F2 & 213 Nilsson, 2003), AWFFEIZE T FEEBE T HERET
BHEC DATHTH 2 & B0 E Pl S s, FEBroFERIz ek
ELTIZOFME—FL T DT, 2 00HZEHEOMREEZFEL M
ML, FERIOMEDZODE L WIS 2 DOHHEIZDOWNWT
BT D,

BEEERRE

HEET A E O I3, FHIEEB D FHERCRO M, HEEE DAT
BEERS o, L LHGHBDE DR D 6 1%, by MK, BERE,
MFEDFED 3 ODIEED VLFIUITEBWTYH, DAT BEEf 2 BEDM D7
FHRoNb 0D, FHlH L EER L OZIRHI Nk o7, ZiudHE
BREELD Y2 b, ElE L 30 TH HRWER DKL, Hifke
LTHRICOWTWE AD W, LA TIEFRICIEEI L TWw 25 Ak
LTHEILICEBbDEEZ OGN, MU HGETERHE C IRk E L&
FHEOEMRBTELR VI LZERT2HDTIERVWEEZLNL). L
2L, BEAEBHAHEE Ol 6 AT, A TH 517 ADAS-
Jecog DAIHHD O & D Th 2 HHHRHE I, @F cEiEicki) s
FUEAE I DFEZ % FL B T OISR IETETIE BV E W) T EDITE
£9.

— T, EERE DATBOEIZIZ->E ) LR N TV, AWFEICE
i} % DAT #f1Z, BEL S PEEDERETH ) HEEETBIE-> TV E
ZNTHEE S & DAT BEORITIE->E D & LB RsNZ T
L, CDIEOHEEHERMED T LY AL < —BEBARED Wi E TH %
ADAS-Jeog ICEENTWVWE I L DR RTIDE VAL LS.

HEEMANEDORE R T 9 O EDBRIR W Z L 1d, b v PR E R
DEIZBVTSMER Ly a VOHEBERREEABR O, 1
v yaviiBwdEnhE L GEHORICHEEBR N2 ETH
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%, 2O, BEEOIERDOEEE L TREL LYY a DR
GEREHLZIEI DLW LA TBTEE0E LS.

AEERRE

BEEHEHAREICE W TE, SIMERE & HREE OB ORICA R AL
HEADBR SN, Figure 2 2 HTH, SMEBIC L D IHRIGED Y —
VSR L ZEDHO IR o . FERETCIIRSAEE, FHEUEE, BHE
EITH g 2 3ER0NZ LA L, 26 DIMDIHRIGRDZ I S N
%77, Reinitz 6 OFMEM G T 7 — RO S LTHB L, C
DT ERAFERICB O TEREREGZ 7 —EC TCouhn 2 L2 KT
3, AMROTFHETIE, 1y aryT¥ET2HEHIZ4AHEBIORS
9, FEAICHZIERNTONS 72O, Reinitz & DRFFIIE E R D
FUERS G 7 3L o b D EEZ S NS.

ZHUTH L, EEEHCB W TIRHER RS AT 7 —2YECTw 5.
AIHIONT 2 [HROGER I, FEEH, HEEICST 2 HOBRE D A
BICE S, HEMHTIE 3% BEIRTERVDICH L 43% & KiFic
[l>TWw2, FEEEEICNT 2 HIGEOFHBICNT 220 L) bEE
ICEK, FRAEREE R L COHERICED > 7. THHOEEH IS IC
FRENT WS NS OFFEE IS T 28 ARG & X 13 EinEto
SLERE R RO 2 boTh Y, ZIUXIHEH, FEBEICNT S HRIG
EPLEFELHENLEDSRWI L LIFIHTH 2. REfHGT 7 — 3
Fl 7 PRV DO A & H L T, milinE ORUEO R 2 2 BiuciRii L ) %
BETHL L0250 Lk,

DAT BHCTE W TH IR GER G 7 — @l I N, fAamEE IR
T BIHMGRIIREEH, FEE X D&, £, Sl SFERLD D
F o e, FEOHEICNT 2 [HEOGSRIE, FEEH LI DL, GBFEFLD D
Fro 7208, EilHE & B 2 & BUE LIZRRE eI ICH B R L X
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JTIFEL Tokdro e, ORI, Sl L R, sEE od ot
NI NHEREFFOWHREEICN L TIHKIGZT> T 2 HId H
D, ZOMANEEIFELD DI ST E 2R L TWw5, £z, DAT
BEICBOTRIB N2 2 &0, [HIEB SN T 2 [HGRDSEATEH IS 3
ARIGREIFEEAEELSRWIETHSE. D%, HEEHEHD2OD
FEEPOITNLFEY A FPRICEEN T 2551, DAT HOSME
XAlZ K RIG LT3, Ew) TERTELI.
BOEHRIEICB T 2 FEHREHEOMEIC O W TEZ 5 &, Kb
HH, FEOEE, HEEOMHE, U7 oA ATRRINLEEE 2
l&td, 1Hagtd, EFh0rThs. [HEHH EMASGEA T, 25
Z2fGUHRTEFALCTHD, HEEMOMAGHOEDIGEIH 7 = 4 AT
MENTHDLEH—TH 200 HMHEL TWw5. Table 2 IZ/R L 71H
HECTOIHRIBED L, s OMER SHOSNZED EDREXAI L
TVREDPDOREPRIBEICR L EEZONDETHAH

RIEH O 9 BIHEH EFEB IEFE OMRHEIC B TR E N ¥
A 7OHEETH 205, 6 DEIAMAEDHEEHRHEIC BT 20 L
FOME 2R LT3, DATBHCE LT 2 BEX D{R\23, EilibRE
R OEIIERZKMEGEL Tz, [HEH EHEHOZE,
BEIE B 2O T RO Z BT 2 1SS IR B EA
BHbEVZEI. THTHL, HEHEHGHEEHDOZEIZ 3 DO TK
ELEZ-oTwS, IS OHEBMOHKIGED L, FHad Wiz s »T
HHMNOEEM O GRREFHTE 22 I DIChhrboT0 b L EZ
5N %, HlEEOMEIX DAT #F & AFEROTRICAEL, wWinofis b
HBREICHR->TEY, FLEMBHCEB T 2EOEARE S KE L, MG

T ZNZNONEITHNE Y 2 MY 2RSS 2 Tk EZ 60505 A
FEERDOKERD S TS 23T 2 Z LIIAARETH S LEASNS. LicdinTT
CTH, HRIBRD 22 BRI AT INCNIS T 2R EE AL Z L & LT
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MHEICBT 20T REEOEZD S, DATFHCE T 2 HIKNWEE DO
BOEZEFTEAIN—THHEE LTHCS Z L TELHREER S
7EwoTENAbI.

fEEHEE & RHEUEE 07213013 D SlTEO A DAT HE & AR HED it
I2H %25, HHROHEH LASGHH £ DI RS LXK, FEOE
bHFEDIE-ZTD LAV, ARORZDEEL L TEbE HIFFTE RV
b Lz, FHUEH EHEHOZ b H F HRE L 2V, O
B L DAT BEOMITHRICE 2> TS, it & DAT BEORTI3M
EP 7% CBE EIE DAT HICB W TN R L o> T 5, Z4UE DAT
BECHIEE ST 2385232 Wi Th 5. D Eh s billEofiE
ELTOMAIZEE LWL 2B S, Reinitz 612 & - CERE/EGT
7 —EROFME L SN TV LHEAEE EFHE DAL, Lo >0 %
HAbEbDOTHY, YR, HIZKE VLD, FHEH & HEH O L Fkk
ICEHEE & DAT BEORNICHDEIZ 2. Z3U3RI13 ) DAT BEOHTEHE 1T
B 2#EMo% 3Ick 2 LEZ2 6N, FEEOFEE L Ud#EI Rn X )
Wilbinns,

SCIREWIEZEE UTonsek

DLl AT WHEER Tl 7 AR & AR S
BicowT, FEZWoREL L ComRgEZ hiiciEt Lz, HEEHR
LTIV Y A~ = BERANEDZ WAL TH 5 ADAS-Jeog ICHEEND
bDOTHY, DAT BHFEOHELLEREOREZ KRS 2D L LT
WY TH-oTH, HELENE L SIS 2BMAEORA 22T 5
7DICEHE DB 2L EWRI N, FEATEHRREICE T IH
HH EHEB ST 2 [HREEP Z N6 DEICE W TS, EiflE & AT
DORNCHEERZIZR SN, BMALIROREZ 2 KT 255 L 1372 D1
CwkEZoND. HELIDOIZ ERFELISEEOEOERMENZ D X
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i, TV oA v —RIERENE R I BT B R

IHIWTHATELR VI L 2K T 2D TlE A2 59, FEEICHFERHR
MEOE 12y ¥ a vIgB LTI HEIE & GEFOMICERE R BRIE D24
DEGNTED, FSEEZHST, HREHHMOBEMEZ Y 24 LI
k0, FEOMREZED D 2 LIk DY) adEE TRT 5 2 LidnlEE
THA9.

—J7, BAEHREEOEEI 3 DOBMEHTREL BroTED,
FRCIHIEH EREHE SN 2 [HRIERDOEL, BRiEOR 1 oh
SO DAT HBFICB ) 2 oS I 2 2 IL#HPH O R o E O RE %
BB KM 2L 72D 9 2 2 B I Nz, 2L, AWgETH
7AETIE, HMEOEBIE3 ey a v RZBELTIHEATO LGS
NTHL, BMEL L COBEEND D& ZVHRELNEZ SN,
vy a v BEECTRE L THEBZEST L bilaoo, Bt
Bt 2179 3035 57259 .

BEATBHAMEOME L L TOZLMEIT DL TH RIS TIIBET S 11T
Wizyy, ZOFEICE W TIHEE LGB O HRIGHRIC AN & 17l
BOEZNROE SN b0, HEAIGPMHOBAMEICE L TED
X RMEBR SN DD, HEIZOWLTHELBRETHE, ZDLkIH%
BEtiz, AT —DX XL, RUEMEDS 25 L0
FRGERZLZTHDEEZ NS,

2 E X

Ebbinghaus, H. (1885). Uber das Gedachitnis. Dunker, Leipzig.

Graf, P., Squire, L. R. & Mandler, G. (1984). The information that amnesic pa-
tients do not forget. Journal of experimental psychology: Learning,
Memory, and Cognition, 10: 164-178.

AR BEIEAD> (1992). Alzheimer’s Disease Assessment Scale (ADAS) HAMDE
B, BRI HERS, 8, 647-649.

Jacoby, L. L. (1991). A process dissociation framework: Separating automatic

(38)



# 121 4

from intentional uses of memory. Journal of Memory and Language, 30,
513-541.

Nilsson, L. (2003). Memory function in normal aging. Acta Neurologica
Scandinavica, 107, 7-13.

Reinitz, M. T. & Demb, J. B. (1994). Implicit and explicit memory for com-
pound words. Memory & Cognition 22: 687-694.

Reinitz, M. T., Lammers, W. J. & Cochoran, B. P. (1992). Memory conjunction
errors: Miscombination can produce illusions of memory. Memory & Cog-
nition 20: 1-11.

Reinitz, M. T., M. Verfaellie & Milberg, W. P. (1996). Memory conjunction
errors in normal and amnesic subjects. Journal of Memory and Lan-
guage 35: 286—299.

Tulving, E., Schacter, D. L. & Stark, H. (1982). Priming effects in word-
fragment completion are independent of recognition memory. Journal

of Experimental Psychology: Human Learning and Memory, 8, 336—-342.

(39)



